The Two Roliestons and Sir Walter Langdon-Brown by A P Cawadias OBE MD FRCP (London) The two Rollestons and Walter Langdon-Brown were original Members when the Section was created in 1912, and they played a great role in its development and in general in the introduction of the historical and humanisticapproachto medicine in the spirit of our founder, William Osler.
They were prepared for that by their familial and academic background. The father of the Rollestons was Linacre Professor of Anatomy at Oxford, their uncle the great Sir Humphry Davy, and thus the academic atmosphere enveloped them from their early childhood. The father of Langdon-Brown was a distinguished theologian, a robust Nonconformist, Minister for thirty years of Bunyan's Chapel at Bedford, author of a standard biography of Bunyan and of other tleological works, and honoured with a Doctorate by the University of Yale. Thus Walter Langdon-Brown breathed from his early years a philosophical and religious atmosphere and he was always proud of his puritanical stock. All three were faithful to their university background. John Davy Rolleston studied and graduated at Oxford. Humphry Rolleston and Langdon-Brown attached themselves to Cambridge as students and Fellows and returned there after their activities in the world at large as Regius Professors of Medicine.
It is this intellectual and academic background that made Walter Langdon-Brown and the two Rollestons take medicine not as a technology but as a great sciencein the sense of Plato's 'E7t0-T?j'combining, regarding man, the physical sciences with the cultural or human sciences, the humanities. They were clinicians and humanists, and perhaps they were great clinicians because they were humanists: for this has been shown in the life of many great physicians of the past, including our founder, William Osler.
It has been my great privilege to have known intimately these three cultured physicians and to have worked with them for this Section during my rather long Secretaryship.
Sir Walter Langdon-Brown (1870 -1946 Sir Walter Langdon-Brown had an imposing personality. He was a big man physically and mentally and gave the impression of uncommon mental powers. He represents in his person the most characteristic synthesis of clinical science and humanism. He was essentially a Hippocratic physician, considering the patient as a whole, as a person. In his scientific work he contributed to the knowledge of the integration of the organism through his researches on the endocrines and the vegetative nervous system. He was one of the first clinicians to investigate scientifically the role of the psychological factors in disease, a role that has opened new possibilities to our contemporary clinical practice. As a humanist he was essentially a philosopher, if we are allowed to give that name, as the old Hellenes did, to men of action, soldiers, statesmen, physicians who think about life, and not only to professors who write books. Talking with him I had always the famous aphorism of Hippocrates in my mind 'The physician-philosopher is equal to the Gods'. He was President of our Section from 1939 to 1941 and againon account of special circumstancesfrom 1942 to 1944. He worked hard for the Section and gave us fine papers on the Cambridge Medical School, written in that marvellous style of which he was a master, a style reflecting the saying of Buffon 'The style is the man'. Rolleston (1862 Rolleston ( -1944 Sir Humphry Rolleston was a typical aristocrat of the intellecta 'prince de la science' as the French say. He had a majestic poise, quiet dignity, an old-world courtesy and, above all, benevolence.
Sir Humphry Davy
He could have been taken as the model Supplement of the McyaAkfruZo,~o f Aristotle. His clinical work his researches on diseases of the liver, his fame as consulting physician are well known. The humanistic aspect of his work is purely historical and it is so important that it seems to have overshadowed his activities as clinician. He was proverbially meticulous in the study of documents and in his bibliography, and no one has better shown how history helps us to understand .. our contemporary medical principles. His book on 'The Endocrine Organs in Health and Disease' (1936, London) , a development of his FitzPatrick Lectures, is the most ample demonstration that in medicine we cannot understand the present if we do not know the past.
John Daivy Rolleston (1873 Rolleston ( -1946 John Davy Rolleston, brother of Sir Humphry Rolleston, junior by eleven years, had not the imposing personality of the two preceding. He gave the impression of a modest and somewhat frustrated scholar and the tragedy of his life was that he was overshadowed by him whom he called ' with their life. As a humanist he was also principally a historian and brought into that study the same meticulousness regarding texts and i references which characterized his brother.
Through his papers on great French clinicians he enlarged the intellectual horizon of medical men in this country. The principal work, however, for which we have to remember him is his work for this Section, from the foundation of the Section until he died. He worked all these years on the Council. He was Secretary from 1915 to 1918, President in 1924. These were lean years and we must remember these lean years. History of medicine was considered at that time as a hobby of the retired and dilettante. Even when I started my rather long work as Secretary in 1928 attendance and interest were so poor that I was told that the Council of the Society considered the suppression of the Section. It was men like John Davy Rolleston, Charles Singer, Sir Arthur MacNalty, R 0 Moon, Herbert Spencer, Arnold Chaplin, Frederick Parkes Weber, who persisted in maintaining it in the middle of a general indifference and it is to all these that we owe the state of our Section to-day and the triumph of the principle for which this Section stands: the bridging of the two cultures and thus the termination of science as a 'house divided', the union 
